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DETAILED ACTION 

This Office action is in response to Applicant's amendment and arguments filed 
on May 10, 2005. Claims 1-69 and 75-82 are presented for examination. Claims 75-82 
are new claims. 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 76 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

In considering claim 76, the term "the sender identifier" on line 3 of the claim 
lacks sufficient antecedent basis and is therefore ambiguous. For the purposes of 
examination, Examiner will interpret the phrase as meaning "a sender identifier." 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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1 . Claims 1 , 2, 5-7, 10. 11. 15. 16. 31. 34, 35, 38-40. 45-47, 51 , and 52 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Holmes et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
6,134,432, hereinafter "Holmes"). 

In considering claim 1, Holmes discloses a method for communicating electronic 
data in a manner that identifies the sender, including: 

Receiving electronic data ("reply") from an intermediary ("gateway") located 
between a sender and an intended recipient of the electronic data, identifying the 
sender at the intermediary ("MSISDN number is sent with the reply"), changing the 
electronic data to include a sender identifier based on the identifying performed at the 
intermediary (col. 5, lines 7-12, "map [the MSISDN number] back onto the e-mail 
address of the original sender"), and forwarding the changed electronic data to the 
intended recipient (col. 5, lines 7-15). 

In considering claim 2, Holmes further discloses that the sender is not a host (i.e. 
the sender is just a regular e-mail sender). 

In considering claim 5, Holmes further discloses that sender identifier comprises 
a screen name ("internet mail address," col. 5, line 11). 

In considering claim 6, Holmes further discloses that sender identifier comprises 
account information ("internet mail address," col. 5, line 11). 
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In considering claim 7, Holmes further discloses that sender identifier comprises 
information identifying a person (i.e. "internet mail address," which identifies the mail 
user. 

In considering claim 10, Holmes further discloses that the electronic data is e- 

mail*. 

In considering claim 1 1 , Holmes further discloses that identifying the sender 
comprises determining an address from which the electronic data is received (i.e. 
MSISDN number) and determining the sender identifier based on the address from 
which the electronic data is received (i.e. the gateway maps the MSISDN number to the 
e-mail address of the original sender, col. 5, lines 7-12). 

In considering claim 15, Holmes further discloses that changing the electronic 
data comprises appending to the electronic data the sender identifier, and forwarding 
the changed electronic data comprises forwarding the electronic data along with the 
appended sender identifier (i.e. e-mail address of the original sender, col. 5, lines 7-12). 

In considering claim 16, Holmes further discloses that appending the sender 
identifier includes appending the sender identifier as a header to the electronic data (the 
address will necessarily be appended to the header so that the message can be 
properly routed). 
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In considering claim 31 , Holmes further discloses that identifying the sender 
includes identifying an initial source that generated the electronic data (i.e. identifying 
the mobile device as the source). 

Claims 34-35, 38-40, 46-47 and 51-52 contain a computer readable medium for 
performing the same method described in respective claims 1-2, 5-7, 10-11, and 15-16. 

Claim 45 contains the same limitations as claim 47, except it specifies that the 
address from which the electronic data is received is not an IP address. Holmes further 
discloses such a feature (i.e. the address is a MSISDN number, which is not an IP 
address). 

2. Claims 75-77, 79-82 and 1 , 2, 5-7, 1 1 , 34, 35, and 38-40 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Gabber et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,591 ,291 , 
hereinafter "Gabber"). 

In considering claim 75, Gabber discloses a method for communicating electronic 
data in a manner that identifies a sender, the method comprising: 

Receiving electronic data at an intermediary ("filter") located between a sender 
and an intended recipient of the electronic data (col. 6, lines 1-2); 

Identifying the sender at the intermediary (col. 6, lines 27-35, "alias source 
address is compared..."); 
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Changing the electronic data to identify the sender based on the identifying 
performed at the intermediary (col. 6, lines 40-47, "sender's real source address is 
derived"); and 

Forwarding at least a selected portion of the changed electronic data to the 
intended recipient (col. 6, lines 48-50, "reply e-mail is forwarded to the sender"). 

In considering claim 76, as understood, Gabber further discloses determining an 
address from which the electronic data is received (i.e. the recipient address), and 
determining a sender identifier based on the address from which the electronic data is 
received (i.e. the alias source address is used to determine the sender source address, 
col. 8, lines 28-50). 

In considering claim 77, Gabber further discloses that changing the electronic 
data to identify the sender based on the identifying performed at the intermediary 
comprises adding a sender identifier to the electronic data (col. 8, lines 44-47, "real 
source address... [is] substituted into the reply e-mail for the alias source address"). 

In considering claim 79, Gabber further discloses that the sender identifier is an 
online identifier (i.e. e-mail address). 

In considering claim 80, Gabber further discloses that the sender identifier is an 
screen name (i.e. e-mail address). 
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In considering claim 81 , Gabber further discloses that the sender identifier is 
account information (i.e. e-mail address). 

In considering claim 82, Gabber further discloses that the sender identifier is 
information identifying a person (i.e. e-mail address). 

In considering claims 1 , 2, 5-7, 1 1 , 34, 35, and 38-40 contain essentially the 
same limitations already disclosed with regard to claims 75, 76, and 78-82 and are 
disclosed in the same cited sections of Gabber. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 3-4, 36-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Holmes. 

In considering claims 3 and 36, Holmes discloses that the sender identifier 
comprises "either an Internet mail address or some other type of client ID" (col. 5, lines 
11-12). However, Holmes does not disclose that the "other type of client ID" is 
necessarily an IP address. Nonetheless, Holmes does disclose that the clients in the 
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system have IP addresses (col. 3, lines 55-60) and such IP addresses uniquely identify 
client computers. Thus, given this knowledge, it would have been obvious for the "other 
type of client ID" taught by Holmes to be an IP address because IP addresses are a 
simple way to uniquely identify client computers. 

In considering claims 4 and 37, Holmes further discloses that the sender 
identifier can be more than an IP address (i.e. an e-mail address is more than an IP 
address). 

4. Claim 78 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gabber, 
in view of Holmes. 

In considering claim 78, Gabber discloses that the source sender identifier 
comprises an e-mail address, and not an IP address. However, as discussed above, 
Holmes discloses that IP addresses are also used as source addresses. Thus, it would 
have been obvious to convert the IP address in the Gabber system rather than the e- 
mail address because IP addresses are a simple way to uniquely identify computers, 
thereby ensuring consistent and secure message filtering in a network. 

5. Claims 8, 9, and 41-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Holmes, in view of Venkatachary et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,212,184, 
hereinafter "Venkatachary"). 
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In considering claims 8, 41 , 43, and 44, although the system taught by Holmes 
discloses substantial features of the claimed invention, it does not describe that the 
intermediary or its components comprise a layer 4 redirection program. Nonetheless, it 
would be desirable to implement the redirection program on the lowest layer possible, 
because processing at a lower layer will take less time than processing at the 
application layer. Furthermore, the use of layer 4 redirection in an e-mail message 
forwarding system is well known, as evidenced by Venkatachary (see col. 6, lines 42- 
60, and col. 6, lines 16-49, giving an overview of the layer 4 message forwarding 
system). Thus, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art to 
use layer 4 redirection for the message forwarding system taught by Holmes, in order to 
provider a faster message processing system. 

In considering claims 9 and 42, the layer 4 redirection system taught by 
Venkatachary further identifies senders based on the data packets examined (col. 6, 
lines 32-41 ; col. 8, lines 38-49, describing examining the packet for different fields, 
including a source address). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on May 10, 2005 have been fully considered, but are 
considered moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. Note that the claim 
amendments overcame the Paul reference, which disclosed adding the word "JUNK" to 
messages based on a sender identification. Because the present claims describe 
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adding a "sender identifier" to the messages, this overcomes the Paul disclosure of 
merely adding the word "JUNK" which can at best be considered a sender category or 
type identifier, rather than an actual sender identifier. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 12-14, 17-30, 32-33, 48-50, and 53-69 are objected to as being 
dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening 
claims. 

These claims contain allowable subject matter because the specific limitations in 
each claim are not disclosed or suggested in the prior art of record. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bradley Edelman whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3953. The examiner can normally be reached from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glen Burgess can be reached at 571-272-3949. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



